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DETAILED ACTION 

1. This action is responsive to the application filed October 19, 2001. 

Claims 1-8 have been submitted for examination. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1-8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Perks, USPN: 
5,924,102 ( hereinafter Perks), in view of Hunter et al, USPN: 6,161,176 ( hereinafter Hunter). 

As per claim 1, Perks discloses a method for subserving preloaded programs used to 
subserve to generate a planning file needed by the preloaded programs; the method comprises: 

searching a file which contains installation flow data of the preloaded software ( e.g. 
0S2,SYSJNI col 3, lines 1-21); 

duplicating the installation flow data of the preloaded software (e.g. backup, critical file 
store 62, ... initiate a critical file backup - col. 3, line 46 to col. 4, line 8 - Note: backup the 
setup files is equivalent ( i.e. reads on) to duplicating installation flow data of preloaded 
software); and 

storing the installation flow data of the preloaded software (e.g. . . . also a critical file - 
col. 3, lines 46-50; critical file database 60 , Fig, 2 ). 

But Perks does not explicitly disclose storing installation flow data at a corresponding 
position of the database file; but in view that such database file operates as a database for 
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recording that installation data, the placing of each dupKcated data file name in such database 
implicitly discloses such entry being placed at a corresponding position in such database file. 

Nor does Perks disclose increasing a number of the preloaded software and that the 
database file is a planning file. But Perks' method teaches a persistent storage information based 
on which to make accommodations for restarting or restoring computer programs upon shut 
down or reboot; and fiirther discloses an manager to determine what appUcation, file or 
application need to be restore or backup (e.g. Fig. 3b); hence has suggested a tracking system to 
notify by scanning among the database storage the number of entries that need to be backed up 
or restored upon system restart. Hunter, in a system using a wizard operable to manage, record 
and identify the installation data of software in a first system in order to transfer the 
corresponding settings into a second or target system ( e.g. Fig. 2), and this is analogous to the 
shutdown and restart by Perks in that installation settings are saved prior4o being recovered into 
the destination system; and further discloses a configuration file ( e.g. col. 11, lines 15-65; 
configuration file 82 - Fig. 2 )collecting the entries deemed appropriate by the wizard or the user 
( e.g. col. 12, lines 24-50) for setting the software and installation on the target system. Hence, 
the electing is suggesting keeping track of how many installation settings that require being re- 
activated or restored at the target system, i.e. by maintaining a count in the configuration file. In 
view of Perks's intent to make efficient use of persisted settings data files used for restoring 
computer system programs by analysis of what has been previously stored by the backup 
manager, it would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to implement a configuration or planning file as taught by Hunter so that settings for 
restoration or reinstallation can be tracked via the number being incremented for each entry 
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deemed needed for the target computer restoration; and apply this to the restoration method by 
Perks, because as suggested by Hunter, selectively keeping track of the amount of programs 
according to a configuration or plan to reactivate or restore that target system would save system 
resources and alleviate redundancy due to systematic retransfer of files (e.g. col. 10, lines 5-16; 
col 12, lines 24-36) 

As per claim 2, see Perks, col. 3, lines 8-18. 

As per claim 3, the tracking of entries as taught by the configuration file as taught by 
Hunter implicitly discloses determining what entries need to be tagged or marked for system 
reinstallation as being mentioned in the rejection of claim 1; and although Hunter does not 
specifically disclose labeling 1 or increasing the number when an elected entry is entered in the 
configuration file, the limitation as, upon determining that a preloaded software is first, to label it 
as number 1 or else as an increment of a previous count when building a planning file as set forth 
above in claim 1 would have been obvious in light of the rationale therein because by numbering 
and keeping track of entries, the chance of error or redundancy would be averted according to the 
intent to optimize resources by Hunter as mentioned in claim 1 . 

As per claims 4 and 5, official notice is taken that storing a entry related to file or 
program into a persistent record such as file or database so that a name is stored at a starting 
position of such record was a known concept at the time the invention was made. Hence, 
according to the storing of installation data by Perks into a database {critical file database 60, 
Fig. 2 ) and in hght of the above notice, this above teaching is implicitly disclosed. 

As per claim 6, the storing of a file name in a configuration file as mentioned fi-om the 
combination Perks/Hunter fi*om claim 1 implicitly discloses a software name associated with a 
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number identifying the count order of such name being recorded; hence, the limitation as to 
storing a name at the start position according to a sequential number would also have been 
implicitly disclosed as per claims 4-5 and/or the rationale set forth in claim 1 . 

As per claim 7, the sequential storing of installation flow data under a name is suggested 
by Hunter (e.g. col. 7, lines 4-67); and in combination with the rationale to store reinstallation 
flow data in a planning file as put forth in the rationale of claim 1, the limitation as storing the 
installation flow data as shown by Hunter under the software name sequentially would also have 
been obvious by virtue of the rationale as set forth from therein. 

As per claim 8, official notice is taken that vendors of software appHcation or executable 
providing a particular file extension proprietary to their application program or configuration 
files was a known concept at the time the invention was made (e.g. .zip file for PKzip, .cpp file 

- for-e++; .Java file for Sun-Microsystems, ejb for Enterprise Java Beans 2, .ins for InstallShield— 

Script; .mdl file for Rational Rose) and if the company happens to be, for example, Baytex 
Organix, !2001, then the choosing of a program product application file having an extension of 
the form .bto would also have been obvious because according to the above known practice, this 
extension as noted thus better symbolically representing the company name or market distinction 
when the company is claiming proprietary rights to its particular program application product. 

Conclusion 

4. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Tuan A Vu whose telephone number is (703)305-7207. The 
examiner can normally be reached on 8AM-4:30PM/Mon-Fri. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kakali Chaki can be reached on (703)305-9662. 
Any response to this action should be mailed to: 

Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 

Washington, D.C. 20231 
or faxed to: 

(703) 872-9306 ( for formal communications intended for entry) 
or: (703) 746-8734 ( for informal or draft communications, please label 
"PROPOSED" or "DRAFT" - please consult Examiner before use) 
Hand-delivered responses should be brought to Crystal Park II, 2121 Crystal Drive, 
Arlington. VA. , 22202. 4* Floor( Receptionist). 

_ Any inquiry pf a general nature orrelating.tQthe_status .of-this.application or proceeding 

should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 305-3900. 
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